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DETAILED ACTION 

This Office Action is in response to Request for Continuation Examination (RCE) filed 
November 18, 2008. Claims 1-30 are presented for further examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-3, 5-7, 11-13, 15-17, 21-23, 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Herbert (US Patent Application Publication 2002/0136462 
A1 ) in view of Rader (US Patent 6,370,581 B2) and further view of Lincke et al. 
(hereinafter "Line", US Patent Publication 2002/0109706 A1). 

As per claims 1,11, and 21 , Herbert discloses an apparatus, method, and computer 
program product comprising: 

an encoder to encode data in a first format from an input device into a string of data 
having a second format supported by a server having an infrastructure, the first format 
and second format being different (paragraphs [0002, 0006-0007, 0009]); 
a management layer coupled to the packetizer to process the packetized string of data 
using a processing function, the management layer processing a received packet 
having data encoded in the second format (paragraphs [0012, 0058, 0060]); 
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a decoder to decode a received packet encoded in the second format back into the data 
having the first format (paragraphs [0012, 0060-0061]) . 

Herbert does not explicitly disclose: 

a packetizer coupled to the encoder the packets having at least one packet having a 
header, the header identifying the first format. 

However, in an analogous art, Rader discloses converting a data string from its current 
format to a UTF-8 format. This string is transmitted across the network with a header 
containing information to accurately parse the data string (column 6, lines 26-55). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to implement or incorporate Radar's packetizer in Herbert's 
apparatus in order to keep track of the message length as the string is being converted. 

Herbert, in view of Rader, does not explicitly disclose: 

A packetizer to break the string of data into packets no larger than maximum message 
size allowed by the infrastructure. 

However, the use and advantage of breaking strings of data into such packets is well- 
known to one ordinary skill in the art as evidenced by Line (paragraphs [0063, 0105, 
0397, 0506]). 
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Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to implement or incorporate Line's packetizer in Herbert's 
apparatus in order to reduce network bandwidth consumption. 

As per claims 2, 12, 22, Herbert discloses the apparatus, method, and computer 
program product of claims 1 , 11,21 wherein the decoder comprises a detector to detect 
the second format and a converter to convert the string of data back into the data 
having the first format (paragraph [0012, 0061-0062]). 

As per claims 3, 13, 23, Herbert discloses the apparatus, method, and computer 
program product of claims 1 , 11,21 wherein the at least one packet is transmitted to the 
sever supporting the second format (paragraphs [0010, 0063]). 

As per claims 5, 15, 25, Herbert discloses the apparatus, method, and computer 
program product of claims 1 , 11,21 wherein the second format is an American 
Standard Code of Information Interchange (ASCII) format (paragraphs [0058]). 

As per claims 6, 16, 26, Herbert, discloses the apparatus, method, and computer 
program product of claims 1 , 11,21 wherein the data having the first format is ink input 
data (paragraphs [0002, 0007]). 
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As per claims 7, 17, 27, Herbert discloses the apparatus, method, and computer 
program product of claims 6, 16, 26 wherein the ink input data is obtained from is one of 
a touch-screen, a digitizer, a tablet, and a mouse (paragraphs [0002, 0007]). 

3. Claims 4, 10, 14, 20, 24, 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Herbert (US Patent Application Publication 2002/0136462 A1) in view 
of Rader (US Patent 6,370,581 B2) further view of Lincke et al. (hereinafter "Line", US 
Patent Publication 2002/01 09706 A1 ) and in further view of Heffner et al. (hereinafter 
"Heff", US Patent Application Publication 2003/0018558 A1). 

As per claims 4, 14, and 24, Herbert, in view of Rader and Lewis, does not explicitly 
discloses the apparatus, method, and computer program product of claims 3, 13, 23 
wherein the network comprises an instant messaging (IM) infrastructure. 
However, in an analogous art, Heff teaches instant messaging service to send 
notification information to the user's screen (paragraph [0257]). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to implement or incorporate Heff IM infrastructure in 
Herbert's apparatus enabling users to be notified of "buy alerts". 

As per claims 10, 20, 30, Herbert, in view of Rader and Line, does not explicitly disclose 
the apparatus, method, and computer program product of claims 8, 18, 28 further 
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comprising an interface layer coupled to the packetizer to process the at least one 
packet into one of an instant messaging, a chat message, and an email message. 
However, in an analogous art, Heff teaches instant messaging service to send 
notification information to the user's screen (paragraph [0257]). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to implement or incorporate Heff IM infrastructure in 
Herbert's apparatus enabling users to be notified of "buy alerts". 

4. Claims 8-9, 18-19, 28-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Herbert (US Patent Application Publication 2002/0136462 A1) in view 
of Rader (US Patent 6,370,581 B2) further view of Lincke et al. (hereinafter "Line", US 
Patent Publication 2002/01 09706 A1 ) and in further view of Lewis et al. (hereinafter 
"Lewis", US Patent Publication 2001/0053978 A1). 

As per claims 8, 18, 28, Herbert discloses an apparatus, method, and computer 
program product comprising: 

an encoder to encode data in a first format from an input device into a string of data 
having a second format supported by a server having an infrastructure, the first format 
and second format being different (paragraphs [0002, 0006-0007, 0009]); 
a management layer coupled to the packetizer to process the packetized string of data 
using a processing function, the management layer processing a received packet 
having data encoded in the second format (paragraphs [0012, 0058, 0060]); 
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a decoder coupled to the management layer to decode received packet back into the 
data having the first format (paragraphs [0012, 0060-0061]) . 
Herbert does not explicitly disclose: 

a packetizer coupled to the encoder to packetize the string of data into at least one 
packet having a header, the header identifying the first format. 

However, in an analogous art, Rader discloses converting a data string from its current 
format to a UTF-8 format. This string is transmitted across the network with a header 
containing information to accurately parse the data string (column 6, lines 26-55). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to implement or incorporate Radar's packetizer in Herbert's 
apparatus in order to keep track of the message length as the string is being converted. 
Herbert, in view of Rader, does not explicitly disclose: 

A packetizer to break the string of data into packets no larger than maximum message 
size allowed by the infrastructure. 

However, the use and advantage of breaking strings of data into such packets is well- 
known to one ordinary skill in the art as evidenced by Line (paragraphs [0063, 0105, 
0397, 0506]). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to implement or incorporate Line's packetizer in Herbert's 
apparatus in order to reduce network bandwidth consumption. 

Herbert, in view of Rader and Line, does not explicitly disclose: 
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the processing function being enabled or disabled using a configuration user interface. 

However, in an analogous art, Lewis discloses the user selecting one or more contraints 
used to decode special data. If selected, the constraint is enabled to decode special 
data and modify default recognition parameters (Abstract, paragraphs [0009]). 

Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
would have found it obvious to implement or incorporate Lewis's processing function 
being enabled or disabled using a configuration user interface in Herbert's apparatus in 
order to decode special data. 

As per claims 9, 19, 29, Herbert discloses the apparatus, method, and computer 
program product of claims 8, 18, 28 wherein the processing function is one of 
smoothing (paragraph [0021 , 0061 , 0063]). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to BARBARA N. BURGESS whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3996. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (8:00am-4:00pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571 ) 272-4001 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Barbara N Burgess/ Barbara N Burgess 

Examiner, Art Unit 2457 Examiner 

Art Unit 2457 

December 6, 2008 
/ARIO ETIENNE/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2457 



